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DESTRUCTION  OF  ECONOMIC  ORDER,  BREAKDOWN  IN  VIETNAMESE  SOCIETY 


BY  JONATHAN  NEWKIRK 

The  war  in  Indochina  will  take  the 
lives  of  some  2,200  U.S.  servicemen, 
18,000  Vietnamese  civilians,  100,000 
NLF  (National  Liberation  Front)  and 
North  Vietnamese  soldiers,  and  20,000 
South  Vietnamese  soldiers  in  1971. 
The  war  also  will  cost  the  U.S.  an 
estimated  $13  billion  this  year.  Be¬ 
sides  these  horrendous  numbers,  the 
weight  of  the  war  will  continue  to 
burden  the  whole  of  Indochina  and 
the  American  public. 

Although  these  figures  are  in  some 
cases  smaller  than  in  previous  years, 
they  cannot  be  justified  on  the 
grounds  that  the  "war  is  winding 
down,"  or  that  "Vietnamization  is  a 
success." 

During  the  last  six  years  Viet¬ 
nam's  population  has  shifted  from 
20%  urban  to  close  to  60%  urban. 
This  shift  in  population  has  in  part 
been  caused  by  the  conscious  effort 
of  the  pacification  program  to  tear 
people  away  from  their  roots  so  that 
their  loyalties  might  be  shifted  to 
the  South  Vietnamese  government. 
At  the  heart  of  this  philosophy  was 
the  belief  in  economic  determinism, 
i.e.  peoples'  loyalties  could  be  bought 
by  Hondas,  rice  cookers,  television 
sets,  transistor  radios,  etc.  This 
American  notion  has  not  resulted  in 
increased  loyalties  to  the  Saigon  gov¬ 
ernment,  but  rather  in  the  destruction 
of  the  economic  order,  the  corrosion 
of  the  family,  and  a  corresponding 
breakdown  in  Vietnamese  society. 

Don  Luce,  in  testimony  before  the 
Senate  Foreign  Relations  Cmte.  May 
13,  said,  "Traditionally  the  family  has 
been  the  most  important  social  unit. 
The  whole  family  was  involved  in  the 
planting,  growing  and  harvesting  of 
the  rice.  But  beginning  in  1965,  with 
the  large  forced  refugee  movements, 
this  family  structure  broke  down.  The 
fathers  joined  one  army  or  another, 
the  old  women  washed  uniforms  for 
the  foreign  soldiers,  the  young  girls 
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worked  in  the  bars  and  brothels,  and 
the  children  shined  shoes,  watched 
or  washed  cars,  and  stole  from  cars. 
The  members  of  the  family  found  that 
they  were  no  longer  dependent  on  one 
another,  and  began  to  spread  apart. 
The  fact  that  the  little  children  often 
made  more  money  than  their  mothers 
accelerated  the  problem." 

Luce,  who  was  recently  expelled 
from  South  Vietnam  after  13  years 
of  almost  continuous  residence,  was 
responsible  for  the  discovery  of  the 
Tiger  Cages  on  Con  Son  Island.  He 
further  testified  that  "I  believe  our 
continued  presence  in  Vietnam  will 
result  in  a  worsening  of  the  economic 
and  social  situation,  and  an  increase 
in  strikes  and  anti-Americanism.  The 
frustrated  people  (Vietnamese)  will 
show  their  anger  in  this  situation — a 
situation  they  don't  fully  understand, 
but  a  situation  they  sense  is  destroy¬ 
ing  them." 

American  aid  has  widened  the  gap 
between  the  rich  and  the  poor  in 
Vietnam.  While  recent  economic  re¬ 
forms  in  Vietnam  did  stem  inflation 


for  a  while,  the  value  of  the  piaster 
has  started  to  drop  again.  One  of  the 
main  reasons  for  this  is  the  corrup¬ 
tion  that  has  become  deeply  en¬ 
trenched.  One  high  U.S.  official  in 
Saigon  in  private  conversation  re¬ 
cently  stated  that  $1.3  million  U.S. 
dollars  worth  of  piasters  are  being 
taken  off  the  top  of  the  Vietnamese 
budget  and  are  going  straight  into 
the  pockets  of  South  Vietnamese  gov¬ 
ernment  officials.  With  so  many  ex¬ 
tra  piasters  finding  their  way  into 
the  economy,  prices  are  rising  at  an 
ever-increasing  rate  and  the  fight  for 
survival  becomes  all  the  more  acute 
for  the  poor. 

While  claiming  that  close  to  95% 
of  the  Vietnamese  countryside  is 
pacified,  the  U.S.  government  is 
supporting  a  Vietnamese  govern¬ 
ment  "plan"  to  generate  refugees. 
In  the  last  three  months  over 
70,000  new  refugees  have  been  reg¬ 
istered  throughout  the  country.  Hugh 
Manke,  Director  of  IVS  Vietnam,  in 
recent  testimony  before  the  Senate 
Judiciary  Subcmte.  on  Refugees  said, 
"The  fact  that  the  Vietnamese  gov¬ 
ernment  has  deemed  it  necessary  to 
consolidate  people  in  order  to  secure 
them,  offers  us  a  clear  indication  of 
the  inherent  weakness  of  the  pacifica¬ 
tion  and  Vietnamization  programs — 
programs  so  vital  to  the  future  in¬ 
volvement  of  the  United  States  in 
Vietnam."  Manke,  who  flew  to  Wash¬ 
ington  from  Saigon  specifically  to  tes¬ 
tify,  continued,  ".  .  .  mass  movement 
of  people  is  nothing  new  in  Vietnam. 
The  people  of  Vietnam  have  con¬ 
tinued  to  be  pawns  on  a  military 
chessboard.  In  particular,  the  reloca¬ 
tion  of  people  has  been  a  tool  in  the 
counter-insurgency  workshop.  The 
word  games  go  on  and  on,  with  one 
bankrupt  policy  replacing  another." 

Reasons  given  for  the  movement  of 
these  new  refugees  is  most  often  lack 
of  security.  What  is  usually  the  case 
is  that  the  village  rates  low  on  the 
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Hamlet  Evaluation  System  survey 
scale  and  instead  of  bringing  security 
to  the  hamlet,  the  hamlet  is  brought 
to  security.  "Security"  to  the  hamlet 
means  freedom  to  farm  the  fields  with 
some  freedom  from  hostility.  This 
would  also  probably  mean  some  ac¬ 
comodation  with  the  NLF  as  well  as 
South  Vietnamese  officials. 

In  one  village  in  the  highlands 
which  was  moved,  each  family  was 
giving  the  NLF  one  cup  of  rice  a  year 
in  taxes.  Such  a  condition  was  ac¬ 
ceptable  to  the  villagers  as  long  as 
there  was  a  semblance  of  peace,  but 
such  conditions  gave  the  village  a  low 
HES  rating  and  a  bad  mark  for  the 
District  Chief  as  well  as  his  American 
counterpart.  So  in  an  effort  to  con¬ 
solidate  the  population  in  more 
easily  controlled  areas  and  therefore 
raise  the  HES  rating,  the  villages  were 
moved  closer  to  towns  or  military 
outposts. 

The  number  of  villagers  forceably 
moved  by  the  U.S.  and  Vietnamese 
governments  already  exceeds  70,000 
through  March  1971,  and  the  num¬ 
bers  projected  for  the  next  few 
months,  (36,000  more  by  July  1  in  II 
Corps  alone),  give  rise  to  questions 
about  the  accuracy  of  pacification 
figures  and  the  optimistic  predictions 
that  the  present  policy  will  end  the 
war.  While  there  might  be  short- 
range  "benefits"  to  the  government 
under  the  current  pacification  pro¬ 
gram,  the  long-range  damage  to  the 
social  fabric  of  the  village  will  be 
detrimental  to  the  stability  of  the  gov¬ 
ernment.  The  treatment  of  the  Mon- 
tagnards  (ethnic  minorities  tribes)  in 
the  highlands  areas  is  reminiscent  of 
the  U.S.  policy  toward  the  American 
Indian.  Not  only  have  the  Mon- 
tagnards  been  consolidated  into  "re¬ 
location  sites,"  (872  out  of  1,407 
Montagnard  hamlets  have  been  relo¬ 
cated  in  recent  years),  but  their  lands 
are  systematically  being  taken  over 
by  the  Vietnamese.  One  Montagnard 
leader  in  a  letter  to  Sen.  Edward  Ken¬ 
nedy,  Mass.,  remarked  that  the 
forced  relocation  of  his  people  might 
cause  the  Montagnards,  who  have 
been  loyal  to  the  Vietnamese  govern¬ 
ment,  to  shift  their  loyalties  and  serve 
the  NLF. 

While  official  spokesmen  for  the 
administration  were  exclaiming  over 
the  success  of  the  Laos  incursion,  the 
heavily  censored  Vietnamese  press 
was  berating  the  action.  One  Viet¬ 
namese  newspaper  had  a  cartoon  de¬ 
picting  President  Nixon  standing  at 


the  border  of  Laos  and  Cambodia 
with  an  empty  leash  in  his  hands.  He 
is  pointing  into  Laos  and  Cambodia 
and  at  his  feet,  representing  the 
ARVN  (Saigon  army)  is  a  Dodo  bird. 

The  Vietnamese  phrase  meaning 
"Vietnamization,"  "Viet  Nam  hoa"  is 
regularly  punned  as  "Diet  Nam  hoa," 
meaning  loosely,  "Destruction  of 
Vietnam."  The  Vietnamese  have  re¬ 
acted  strongly  to  having  the  loss  of 
thousands  of  their  soldiers  in  Laos 
justified  in  terms  of  "saving  Ameri¬ 
can  lives."  Middle  ranking  ARVN 
officers  returned  from  the  battle 
have  said  quite  simply  and  frankly, 
"Now  we  know  we  can  never  defeat 
the  Communists  by  force." 

Dr.  Gerald  Hickey,  Rand  Corpora¬ 
tion  Anthropologist  on  Vietnam  tes¬ 
tified  before  the  Senate  For.  Rela. 
Cmte.  May  13  that  "One  American 
general  told  me  in  Dec.  1965  that  'in 
three  years  we  will  have  killed  so 
many  of  the  enemy  that  he  will  be 
unable  to  fight.'  Here  we  are  in  1971, 
and  the  enemy  continues  to  fight — 
the  revolutionary  struggle  goes  on. 
The  conflict  can  only  be  ended  by  the 
Vietnamese  themselves." 

The  situation  in  Vietnam  in  the 
spring  of  1971  finds  the  South  Viet¬ 
namese  Army  trained  to  fight  the 
wrong  kind  of  war,  fitted  with  weap¬ 
ons  they  cannot  afford  to  maintain, 
morale  falling,  and  increasingly  vocal¬ 
izing  their  unhappiness  with  being 
forced  to  fight  the  war  on  American 
terms  in  order  to  "save  American 
lives."  The  NLF  and  the  North  Viet¬ 
namese  show  no  lessening  in  their 
resolve  to  continue  the  struggle. 
Many  well-meaning  Americans  are 
turning  to  the  fall  Vietnamese  elec¬ 
tions  as  a  possible  hope  that  the  U.S. 
will  be  invited  out  of  Vietnam  if 
Duong  Van  Minh  were  to  win.  Luce, 
in  commenting  about  the  elections 
said,  "I  don't  believe  that  the  elec¬ 
tions  in  Vietnam  will  do  much  to 
change  the  situation  there.  It  is  im¬ 
possible  to  have  meaningful  elections 
in  South  Vietnam  at  this  time.  First 
of  all,  candidates  cannot  speak  freely 
about  the  major  issue  of  today:  i.e., 
a  coalition  government.  .  .  .  Secondly, 
the  100,000  or  more  political  prisoners 
cannot  vote  or  be  a  part  of  the  elec¬ 
tion  campaigns."  (The  U.S.  govern¬ 
ment  is  spending  $400,000  to  build 
96  new  isolation  cells  (tiger  cages) 
on  Con  Son  prison  Island.)  The  U.S. 
will  be  giving  the  Saigon  government 
$604.1  million  in  direct  economic 
assistance  this  year  and  no  Viet¬ 


namese  government  could  function 
long  without  it.  This  would  keep 
anyone  elected  under  the  auspices  of 
that  government  from  moving  too  far. 

One  Vietnamese  remarked  concern¬ 
ing  the  possibility  of  an  American 
observer  team  coming  to  observe  the 
elections,  "Go  back  to  America  and 
ask  if  we  can  send  a  team  of  22  non- 
English  speaking  Vietnamese  to 
America  four  days  before  your  next 
election  to  decide  if  it  is  fair  or  not." 
The  subtleties  of  Vietnamese  politics 
are  almost  impossible  to  grasp  for 
even  long-time  foreign  residents  in 
Vietnam  and  the  idea  of  elections  it¬ 
self  is  alien  to  Vietnamese  culture.  At 
this  juncture,  most  Vietnamese  want 
as  much  distance  from  the  central 
government  as  possible.  With  Dis¬ 
trict  Chiefs  and  Province  Chiefs  being 
appointed  by  the  Thieu  Government, 
with  each  village  chief  being  given 
VN$  1,000,000  ($3,636  U.S.)  piasters 
each  year  to  spend,  with  USIA  teams 
doing  polling  around  the  country  for 
the  Thieu  government,  with  a  new 
VN$  450,000,000  ($1.6  million  U.S.) 
village  loan  fund,  and  the  presence 
of  at  least  290,000  American  troops, 
any  thoughts  of  the  influence  of  an 
election  observation  team  is  hard  to 
understand.  Ballot  boxes  don't  have 
to  be  stuffed  to  influence  elections. 

The  U.S.  needs  to  tell  the  Viet¬ 
namese  people  when  and  if  they  can 
expect  the  Americans  to  be  com¬ 
pletely  out  of  Vietnam.  The  Viet¬ 
namese  want  the  Americans  to  leave 
so  that  they  can  be  about  the  process 
of  making  peace  with  their  brothers 
without  fear  of  reprisal.  The  Viet¬ 
namese  (other  than  Thieu  and  Ky) 
want  the  Americans  to  set  a  date  for 
total  withdrawal  so  they  can  get 
down  to  meaningful  negotiations  for 
a  form  of  government  that  will  allow 
for  an  end  to  the  hostilities  that  have 
torn  their  country  apart.  (95%  of  the 
South  Vietnamese  in  one  poll  said 
they  wanted  the  U.S.  out.)  The  Viet¬ 
namese  are  masters  at  the  art  of  ac¬ 
comodation.  It  is  long  past  due  for 
the  U.S.  to  allow  them  to  practice 
their  art.  As  long  as  the  President 
refuses  to  set  a  date  for  total  with¬ 
drawal  it  is  up  to  the  Congress  to  pass 
the  Vietnam  Disengagement  Act 
(S376,  McGovern-Hatfield  bill)  which 
would  set  the  date  of  Dec.  31,  1971 
for  complete  withdrawal  of  all  United 
States  forces. 

lonathan  Newkirk  is  FCNL  Representative 
in  charge  of  Indochina  iegislation.  He  spent 
1%6-U  in  Vietnam  with  Vietnam  Christian 
Service. 
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MAJOR  ATTACK  ON 
FOREIGN  POLICY 

A  major  attack  developed  on  U.S. 
foreign  policy  in  May  and  was  ex¬ 
pected  to  continue  through  the  sum¬ 
mer  and  until  Congress  adjourns. 
This  onslaught  brought  concerted  ac¬ 
tion  to  stop  the  draft,  hasten  the  end 
of  the  war  and  reduce  military  man¬ 
power  as  well  as  slash  appropriations 
for  specific  weapons.  FCNL  Associ¬ 
ate  Secy.  Frances  Neely  emphasized 
that  "If  the  U.S.  is  ever  to  reverse 
current  policy.  Congress  must  do  its 
part  to  end  the  war,  curtail  military 
alliances,  cut  back  on  overall  man¬ 
power,  eliminate  the  draft,  and  dras¬ 
tically  curtail  military  expenditures." 

The  various  measures  to  achieve 
these  goals  in  the  Senate  centered 
on  HR6531,  the  administration's  bill 
to  extend  the  draft  for  two  more 
years.  First  came  the  Mansfield 
amendment  to  force  withdrawal  of 
150,000  or  nearly  half  the  U.S.  troops 
in  Europe.  The  Montana  Senator  said 
that  if  the  troops  were  disbanded,  the 
financial  savings  could  well  be  as  high 
as  $1.5  billion. 

Army  Lt.  Col.  Edward  King  (Ret.), 
formerly  with  the  Joint  Chiefs  of 
Staff,  reports  that  "The  taxpayer  is 
expected  to  pay  up  to  $35  billion  in 
manpower  costs  in  the  1972  budget." 

Here  were  the  other  major  Senate 
amendments  to  be  offered  on  the 
floor  after  the  Mansfield  amendment: 

#  Hughes  amendment  to  substitute 
the  $2.7  billion  military  pay  package 
voted  by  the  House  for  the  $1  billion 
requested  by  the  administration. 
Hughes'  plan  was  roughly  equivalent 
to  recommendations  of  the  Gates 
Commission  last  year. 

#  The  Hatfield  amendment  for  non¬ 
extension  of  the  power  to  induct  after 
June  30,  1971;  the  Schweiker  1-year 
extension  amendment.  (The  present 
draft  law  expires  this  June  30,  but 
Selective  Service  would  not  be 
abandoned  unless  a  bill  like  S.J.  Res. 
20  for  total  dismantling  passes.) 

#  The  McGovern-Hatfield  amend¬ 
ment  to  end  all  U.S.  involvement  in 
Indochina  by  Dec.  31.  This  amend¬ 
ment  had  40  sure  votes  in  mid-May 
and  probably  was  the  most  important 
piece  of  legislation  to  end  the  war. 

#  A  Proxmire-Mathias  amendment 
to  cut  military  spending  in  fiscal  1972 
$7  billion  below  the  projected  level. 
This  effort  may  be  held  over  to  sub¬ 
sequent  legislation.  A  similar  meas¬ 
ure  will  be  offered  in  the  House.  Other 


Senate  proposals  were  planned  to 
reduce  the  overall  $80  billion  military 
budgets  by  up  to  $16  billion. 

In  the  House,  the  next  battle  on  the 
calendar  was  a  floor  fight  on  HR3818, 
the  $22  billion  military  research  and 
procurement  authorization  bill.  That 
struggle  centered  on: 

#  An  amendment  by  Rep.  Les  As- 
pin,  Wis.,  to  cut  the  overall  bill  by 
10%  or  more. 

#  One  or  more  amendments  by  Rep. 
Robert  Leggett,  Calif.,  to  cut  the  $1 
billion  budgeted  for  ABM. 

#  An  amendment  to  freeze  part  or 
all  of  the  $1.6  billion  allocated  to 
putting  multiple  warheads  (MIRVs) 
on  U.S.  land  and  sea-based  missiles. 

#  An  amendment  by  Reps.  Lucien 
Nedzi,  Mich.,  and  Charles  Whalen, 
Ohio,  to  prohibit  use  of  HR3818 
funds  to  support  continuation  of  the 
Southeast  Asian  war  after  Jan.  1, 
1972,  or  in  an  emergency  after  June 
30,  1972.  HR3818  includes  $7.9  bil¬ 
lion  for  military  research  and  $13.9 
billion  for  military  procurement,  in¬ 
cluding  $6.3  billion  for  airplanes,  $3.8 
billion  for  missiles,  $3.3  billion  for 
ships,  and  $.5  billion  for  other  weap¬ 
onry. 

In  both  houses,  other  components 
of  the  overall  military  budgets  will 
be  coming  to  the  floors  in  the  sum¬ 
mer  and  fall  and  will  be  distributed 
among  seven  other  bills,  including 
$27.7  billion  for  military  personnel, 
$20  billion  for  operation  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  military  equipment;  $2.3 
billion  for  military  construction,  $1.2 
billion  for  grants  and  credit  sales  of 
military  equipment  to  developing  na¬ 
tions,  and  an  estimated  $1.1  billion 
for  military  activities  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission.  The  final  mili¬ 
tary  budget  bill  won't  be  completed 
until  between  October  and  Decem¬ 
ber. 

Also,  there  cou|d  be  another  major 
House  vote  on  no-extension,  a  1-year 
extension  of  the  draft,  or  on  military 
pay — depending  on  Senate  action. 
The  House  earlier  passed  the  draft 
extension  bill,  but  any  measure 
passed  by  the  Senate  must  come  back 
to  the  House  for  approval. 

Write  to  FCNL  for  the  following 
important  background  papers  (10<^ 
each):  "Analysis  of  the  House  Votes 
to  End  U.S.  Military  Involvement  in 
Indochina,"  "Needed  to  End  U.S.  In¬ 
volvement  in  Indochina"  (These  give 
key  lists  of  25  Senators  and  131  Rep¬ 
resentatives  whose  votes  are  needed 
to  pass  the  McGovern-Hatfield  bill). 


"Featherbedding  in  the  U.S.  Army" 
(paper  by  Lt.  Col.  King),  "Why  Are 
We  Building  More  Ships?"  (Leonard 
Rodberg  says  the  Soviet  Navy  has 
been  shrinking,  not  expanding  during 
the  past  few  years).  15^  each  from 
FCNL:  "House  of  Representatives 
'Wish  List'  on  Military  Budget-Cut¬ 
ting  Amendments,  1971  (showing 
House  members  who  have  shown 
even  the  slightest  inclination  to  limit 
military  spending),  "1970  Senate  Vot¬ 
ing  Record,  Military  Procurement  Au¬ 
thorization  Amendments,"  and  a  spe¬ 
cial  paper  on  prisoners  of  both  sides 
in  Indochina.  Send  25^  to  Natl  Coun¬ 
cil  to  Repeal  the  Draft,  101  D  St.,  SE, 
Suite  4,  Wash,  DC,  20003  for  April  8 
Newsletter,  listing  the  House  March 
and  April  votes  on  draft  extension. 

Your  Help  Needed  On 
Domestic  Legislation 

HR1  was  approved  May  17  by  the 
House  Ways  &  Means  Cmte.,  and 
may  be  voted  by  the  House  in  June. 
Title  IV,  which  contains  the  pro¬ 
visions  relating  to  family  assistance, 
is  more  restrictive  than  the  admin¬ 
istration-proposed  Family  Assistance 
Plan  last  year,  and  would  encourage 
many  states  to  cut  present  benefit 
levels.  Supporters  of  true  reform 
ought  immediately  to  urge  House 
members  to  defeat  the  committee  bill. 
(See  FCNL  Action  Bulletin  No.  90, 
March  19  for  features  of  a  good  wel¬ 
fare  bill  HR7388),  and  write  for 
further  information. 

Food  Stamp  regulations  proposed 
by  USDA  have  drawn  criticism  from 
anti-hunger  groups,  including  FCNL. 
A  new  food  stamp  bill  (S1773)  was 
introduced  May  5  by  Sen.  Geo.  Mc¬ 
Govern,  S.D.,  but  action  on  it  will 
await  consideration  of  family  as¬ 
sistance. 

Emergency  employment  bill  (S31) 

passed  Senate  April  1  but  HR3613 
also  designed  to  create  needed  public 
service  jobs,  faced  House  opposition 
in  May  from  supporters  of  the  admin¬ 
istration's  manpower  revenue  shar¬ 
ing.  This  proposal  would  have  local 
governments  fund,  alter  or  abolish 
current  manpower  programs.  House 
members  may  have  until  early  or  mid- 
June  to  hear  from  constituents  who 
favor  the  urgently  needed  HR3613. 

HR1746,  which  would  strengthen 
the  Equal  Employment  Opportunity 
Commission,  has  passed  the  House 
Education  and  Labor  Cmte.,  and  must 
now  be  granted  a  rule.  Senate  action 
has  not  yet  begun. 
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QUAKERS  IN  POLITICS 
PART  II:  The  Politicians 

BY  PHIL  CARTER 

A  December  1970  survey  showed 
FCNL  constituents  disapproved  of  the 
way  President  Nixon,  Vice-President 
Agnew,  Atty.  Gen.  Mitchell,  the  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff,  and  the  House  and 
Senate  were  performing  their  jobs. 
The  same  group  favored  the  work  of 
Sens.  Fulbright,  Muskie  and  Kennedy. 

When  FCNL  constituents  were 
asked,  "Do  you  approve  or  disap¬ 
prove  of  the  way  Mr.  Nixon  is  han¬ 
dling  his  job  as  President,"  90%  ex¬ 
pressed  disapproval;  6%  approved 
and  4%  had  no  opinion.  Compared 
to  national  ratings  released  by  Gallup, 
the  President's  rating  has  continually 
dropped  from  a  high  of  59%  in 
October  1970,  after  he  announced 
the  cease  fire  offer,  to  50%  in  March 
1971. 

Likewise,  Agnew,  Mitchell,  and  the 
Joint  Chiefs  fared  poorly  among 
FCNL  constituents.  95%  disapproved 
of  Agnew,  87%  of  Mitchell,  and 
79%  of  the  Joint  Chiefs.  Only  V2  of 
1%  approved  in  each  case. 

FCNL  constituents  disapproved  of 
Congress  as  of  the  end  of  the  91st 
session.  86%  disliked  the  work  of 
the  House,  60%  the  work  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate.  Only  3%  approved  of  the  House 
compared  to  32%  for  the  Senate. 

On  the  other  hand,  FCNL  constitu¬ 
ents  approved  of  the  work  of  Sens. 
Fulbright,  Kennedy  and  Muskie.  Ful¬ 
bright  ranked  highest — 87%  ap¬ 
proved  of  his  work,  whereas  only  6% 
disapproved  and  5%  had  no  opinion. 


78%  approved  of  Muskie  and  62% 
of  Kennedy.  14%  disapproved  of 
Muskie  and  28%  of  Kennedy.  FCNL 
constituents  definitely  preferred  more 
liberal  Senators.  Fulbright's  excellent 


rating  undoubtedly  came  from  his 
Foreign  Relations  Committee  work 
to  end  the  war. 

Here  are  the  questions  dealing  with 
these  people: 


How  would  you  rate  the  performance  of  the  following  groups  and  individuals  on  major  policy  issues? 


Sen.  Wm.  Fulbright 

Sen.  Ed.  Muskie 

Sen.  Ed.  Kennedy 

Vice  Pres.  Agnew 

Atty.  Gen.  Mitchell 

Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff 

U.S.  House  of  Representatives 

U.S.  Senate 


Excellent 

Good 

Fair 

51% 

38% 

5% 

23% 

55% 

13% 

14% 

48% 

24% 

Vi% 

1% 

2%% 

%% 

2% 

1554% 

y2% 

1% 

6% 

%% 

2%% 

44% 

3% 

29% 

52% 

No  answer  or 


Poor 

Not  Sure 

1% 

5% 

=  100% 

1% 

8% 

=  100% 

4% 

10% 

=  100% 

92% 

4% 

=  100% 

71% 

11% 

=  100% 

72Vi% 

20% 

=  100% 

42% 

11% 

=  100% 

8% 

8% 

=  100% 

Do  you  approve  or  disapprove  of  the  way  Mr.  Nixon 
is  handling  his  job  as  President? 


FCNL 

12/70 

3/71 

10/70 

Approve 

6% 

50% 

59% 

Disapprove 

90% 

37% 

27% 

No  opinion 

or  no  ans. 

4% 

13% 

14% 

100% 

100% 

100% 

CORRECTION 

In  the  May  newsletter  article  on  "Quakers  in  Poli¬ 
tics,  Part  I"  a  line  was  omitted  in  the  question 
on  guaranteed  income.  The  question  was  "Which 
statement  below  expresses  your  belief  about  the 
guaranteed  income  base  of  $1600  for  a  family  of  four 
as  proposed  in  the  President's  family  assistance  plan?" 


The  answers  should  have  read: 

1  do  not  support  the  idea  of  a  guaranteed 

income  .  4% 

I  support  the  concept  and  the  proposed 

$1600  base  for  a  family  of  four  .  7% 

I  support  the  concept  but  with  a  $3720  base 
(federal  poverty  level)  for  a  family  of  four  ....  34% 

I  support  the  concept  but  with  a  $5500  base 
(Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics)  for  a  family  of  four.  34% 

I  need  more  information  to  decide  .  16% 

No  opinion  or  no  answer .  5% 


100% 


At  Senate  and  House  hearings  May  5  and  12 
on  extension  of  the  Office  of  Economic  Op¬ 
portunity,  FCNL's  Bill  Lunsford  urged  em¬ 
phatically  that  the  anti-poverty  agency  be 
strengthened  and  that  its  programs  not  be 
transferred  to  other  agencies.  OEO  expires 
June  30.  Send  lOd  to  FCNL  for  Lunsford's 
testimony. 


The  Friends  Committee  on 
National  Legislation  indudcB 
Friends  appointed  by  22  of  the  28 
Friends  Yearly  Meetings  and  10 
Friends  organizations  in  the  United 
States.  Expressions  of  views  in  the 
FCNL  Wa$hington  Nevetletter  are 
guided  by  the  Statement  of  Policy 
prepared  and  approved  by  the  Com¬ 
mittee.  Seeking  to  follow  the  lead¬ 
ings  of  the  Spirit,  the  FCNL  speaks 
for  itself  and  for  like-minded 
Friends.  No  organization  can  speak 
officially  for  the  Religious  Society 
of  Friends. 

FCNL  WASHINGTON  NEWSLET¬ 
TER.  Editor:  Paul  Brink.  Con¬ 
tributors:  Jonathan  Newkirk,  Phil 
Carter,  Frances  Neely,  Diane  La  Voy, 
Linda  Darrow,  Holmes  Brown.  245 
Second  St.,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.  C. 
20002.  Subscription  $5.00  per  year 
($8.00  air  mail  outside  U.S. ). 
Single  copies  25^  except  voting  rec¬ 
ord  and  appropriations  issues  (30^). 
Published  monthly  except  August- 
September,  when  it  is  combined. 
Second  class  postage  paid  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C. 


FCNl  Washington  Newsletter  Service— 


Eleven  Newsletters  a  year 

Action  Bulletins — information  and  suggestions 
for  action  when  most  effective 
The  FCNL  Memi-) — additional  legislative  informa¬ 
tion  plus  news  of  staff 

Voting  Record  of  each  Congressman  on  key 
issues 

Analysis  of  money  voted  by  each  session  of 
Congress 


Upon  request: 

FCNL  testimony  before  Congressional  Committees 
Information  on  specific  issues 

Special  mailings — Congressional  speeches  and  other 
background  information 

Register  Citizen  Opinion — names,  districts,  and  Com¬ 
mittee  assignments  of  Congressmen 

FCNL  Statement  of  Legislative  Policy 


Please  enter  my  subscription  for  one  year  to  the  FCNL  WASHINGTON  NEWSLETTER,  at  $5.00,  $8.00  abroad  (Air  Mail).  Address:  245 
Second  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.  C.  20002  (17.00  to  residents  of  Illinois  and  Wisconsin,  who  also  receive  a  Newsletter  on  state  legislation. 
Address:  407  S.  Dearborn,  Chicago,  Illinois  60605).  Contributions  above  NEWSLETTER  subscription  price  support  the  legislative  and 
research  work  of  the  Committee. 

(Contributions  not  deductible  for  income  tax  purposes) 


Name 


. . Address 

(Please  Print) 


Zip 
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